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ABSTRACT. - In an annotated checklist of the family Labridae, Parenti and Randall (2000) noted that Pseudolabrus psit¬ 
taculus (Richardson, 1840), described from Tasmania, is preoccupied by Labruspsittaculus Lacepede, 1801 [=Halichoeres 
bivittatus (Bloch 1791)], a Caribbean species, and proposed the next available name, Labrichthys rubicunda Macleay, 
1881, be used for this species. Based on its purported type-locality, and in the absence of the type-specimen, Pseudolabrus 
rubicundus was rejected as a nomen dubium by Allen et al. (2006) who instead referred P. psittaculus to another junior syn¬ 
onym, Labrichthys mortoni Johnston, 1885. Rediscovery of the type-specimen of Labrichthys rubicunda Macleay, how¬ 
ever, confirms the conspecificity of this species with Labrus psittaculus Richardson, and the original collection information 
shows Tasmania, rather than Western Australia, is the actual type-locality. We therefore resurrect Pseudolabrus rubicundus 
as the next available name for the preoccupied P. psittaculus. 


RESUME. - Statut de Pseudolabrus psittaculus (Richardson) et utilisation du nom Pseudolabrus rubicundus (Macleay) 
pour cette espece. 

Dans une liste annotee de la famille des Labridae, Parenti et Randall (2000) ont fait remarquer que Pseudolabrus 
psittaculus (Richardson, 1840), decrit de Tasmanie, est deja utilise par Labrus psittaculus Lacepede, 1801 [= Halichoe- 
res bivittatus (Bloch, 1791)], une espece des Carai'bes, et ont propose d’utiliser le prochain nom disponible, Labrichthys 
rubicunda Macleay, 1881 pour cette espece. Fonde sur la localite-type pretendue et en absence du specimen-type, Pseu¬ 
dolabrus rubicundus a ete rejete comme nomen dubium par Allen et al. (2006) qui ont plutot prefere P. psittaculus a un 
autre synonyme junior, Labrichthys mortoni Johnston, 1885. La redecouverte du specimen type de Labrichthys rubicunda 
Macleay, toutefois, confirme la conspecificite de cette espece avec Labrus psittaculus Richardson, et l’information de la 
collection originale montre que la Tasmanie, plutot que l’Australie-occidentale, est la localite-type actuelle. Nous avons 
done ressuscite Pseudolabrus rubicundus comnre le prochain nom disponible pour le P. psittaculus deja utilise. 
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The labrid fish Pseudolabrus psittaculus (Richardson, 
1840) has a confused taxonomic history. Richardson (1840) 
described Labrus psittaculus based on a specimen collected 
from Port Arthur, Tasmania. The type-specimen is not in the 
Museum of Natural History, London, and is presumed lost 
(Russell, 1988). Bleeker (1855) subsequently placed the spe¬ 
cies in the genus Tautoga but later referred it to a new genus, 
Pseudolabrus (Bleeker, 1862). Gunther (1862) erroneously 
synonymised Pseudolabrus with the genus Labrichthys and 
most subsequent authors mistakenly continued to refer spe¬ 
cies of Pseudolabrus to Labrichthys . Gill (1892) corrected 
Gunther’s error, and included Labrus psittaculus in Pseudo¬ 
labrus, in which genus it has been retained by most subse¬ 
quent reviewers. 

McCulloch (1911) regarded Pseudolabrus psittacu¬ 
lus as a valid species and included Labrichthys rubicunda 
Macleay, 1881 and Labrichthys mortoni Johnston, 1885 as 


synonyms. However, in a later paper (McCulloch, 1913), 
he synonymised P. psittaculus with P. miles (Bloch and 
Schneider, 1801), a New Zealand species. Subsequently, 
McCulloch (1921) recognised P. psittaculus and P. miles 
as distinct, the latter occurring only in New Zealand, and P. 
psittaculus being recorded from New South Wales, Victoria, 
Tasmania and South Australia, with a sole record from King 
George’s Sound, Western Australia, based on the purported 
type-locality of Labrichthys rubicunda. Notwithstanding, in 
McCulloch Check-list of the Fishes Recorded from Austral¬ 
ia (McCulloch, 1929), which was prepared and edited after 
his death in 1925 by his successor, Gilbert Whitley (Walsh, 
2006), P. psittaculus was included in the synonymy of P. 
miles. Here it remained until Choat (1968) showed the two 
species to be different in a number of characters, and rein¬ 
stated P. psittaculus as a distinct species. 

In an annotated checklist of the species of the labroid fish 
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families Labridae and Scaridae, Parenti and Randall (2000) 
noted that the name Labrus psittaculus Richardson, 1840 is 
preoccupied by Labrus psittaculus Lacepede, 1801 [= Hali- 
choeres bivittatus (Bloch 1791)], a Caribbean species, and 
referred Richardson’s species to the synonymy of Pseudola¬ 
brus rubicundus (Macleay), the next available name. 

Allen et al (2006), however, regarded Labrichthys rubi- 
cunda as incertae cedis, stating “holotype whereabouts 
unknown” and asserting “this name is at best a nomen 
dubium, as the species does not occur in Western Australia, 
and the description is not consistent with this south-eastern 
Australian species.” Instead, they referred P. psittaculus to 
the next available name, Pseudolabrus mortoni (Johnston). 
Kuiter (2010) similarly rejected the name P. rubicundus 
because the species does not occur in Western Australia, but 
he regarded P. psittaculus as valid, based on usage. How¬ 
ever, because of recent use of other names for this species 
(Parenti and Randall, 2000; Allen et al., 2006), the name P. 
psittaculus does not meet the criteria for prevailing usage 
(ICZN 1999: Art. 23.9), and as a junior primary homonym it 
is thus permanently invalid (ICZN 1999: Art 57.2). 

An exhaustive inventory of the University of Sydney 
Macleay Museum’s (MAMU) natural history collection by 
the junior author has recently uncovered the holotype of 
Labrichthys rubicunda, which, together with other evidence, 
throws new light on the correct type-locality of L. rubicunda 
and its validity as the next available name for P. psittaculus. 

DISCUSSION 

The type of Labrichthys rubicunda has long been consid¬ 
ered ‘missing’ and was not included in a list of MAMU types 
by Stanbury (1969) immediately prior to the transfer of these 
to the Australian Museum (Stanbury, 1988). Stanbury, who 



Figure 1. - Holotype of Labrichthys rubicunda Macleay, 1881, 
MAMU F923,178 mm SL, 210 mm TL. 




Figure 2. - Macleay Museum card file for Labrichthys rubicunda, 
apparently handwritten by George Masters. The annotations in 
heavier ink (providing the registration number, family number, and 
a comment that the type is missing) were added subsequently by 
J.E. Anderson, curator of the Macleay Museum, 1963-1966. 

was curator and subsequently director of the Macleay Muse¬ 
um from 1967 to 1992, based his decisions on the type status 
of specimens largely on those of the previous curator, J.E. 
Anderson (curator from 1963-1966). Some of these Tost’ 
types, including the holotype of L. rubicunda, are amongst 
those found by the junior author. The specimen (MAMU 
F923, Fig. 1) corresponds well with Macleay’s original 
description (Macleay, 1881) and that of McCulloch (1911), 
who examined it. The original catalogue card for MAMU 
F923 is annotated in handwritten ink by J.E. Anderson as 


Figure 3. - Page 90 of Macleay’s anno¬ 
tated copy of his Catalogue of Austral¬ 
ian Fishes, with penciled correction 
‘Tasmania’ for the printed type-locality 
of ‘King George’s Sound’ for Labrich¬ 
thys rubicunda. 


90 DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE OF AUSTRALIAN FISHES, 

Height of body about one-fourth of the total length; head 
slightly convex and swollen looking between and in front of the 
eyes; lips large; teeth strong and acute, two posterior canines 
on each side, numerous small asperities on the head ; four series 
of small scales on the cheeks under the eyes; tubules of the 
lateral line much branched with long foot stalks ; caudal fin sub¬ 
truncate, the lobes very slightly produced. Colour (in spirits) 
yollowish-red, with the basal portion of all the scales of a brilliant 
pinkish-red, with the appearance of a few puler or pearly longi¬ 
tudinal stripes ; the fins are paler; a deep bluish-black patch on 
the back at the baso of the throo last dorsal rays, and a trace of 
another spot behind it on the freo part of the tail. Length nine 
inches. 

King George’s Sound. 
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“type missing” (Fig. 2), which would have later influenced 
Stanbury (1969) into not listing the specimen as the holotype 
of L. rubicunda. No doubt the conflicting locality informa¬ 
tion was Anderson’s basis for dismissing the specimen as the 
holotype. 

Allen et al. (2006) assertion that Pseudolabrus psittacu- 
lus does not occur in Western Australia is correct and backed 
up by a lack of records from southern Western Australia, 
despite extensive collecting and diving in the region (S. 
Morrison and J.B. Hutchins, pers. com.). However, we disa¬ 
gree with their conclusion that the description of Labrich- 
tliys rubicunda is not consistent with P. psittaculus. Macleay 
(1881) description is unmistakably the same as P. psittacu¬ 
lus, and the “deep bluish-black patch on the back at the base 
of the three last dorsal rays” is characteristic of this species 
and this trait, together with the lack of a scaly sheath at the 
base of the dorsal fin, distinguishes it from all other conge¬ 
ners (Russell, 1988). 

What then of the type-locality as ‘King George’s Sound’? 
The evidence points to Macleay’s published type-locality 
being in error. Our examination of the original handwrit¬ 
ten MAMU catalogue card (apparently made by Macleay’s 
initial curator, George Masters) for Labrichthys rubicunda 
(Fig. 2), shows the collection location in fact as ‘Tasma¬ 
nia’. Similarly, on page 90 of Macleay’s personal annotated 
copy of his Descriptive catalogue of the fishes of Australia 
(Macleay, 1881), where the location ‘King George’s Sound’ 
appears, there is pencilled a cross and, in Macleay’s hand¬ 
writing, the notation ‘Tasmania’ in the margin (Fig. 3). 

McCulloch (1911: 79) also was of the opinion that Tas¬ 
mania was the correct type-locality when he originally exam¬ 
ined the type in the MAMU: “A specimen in the Macleay 
Museum is labelled “ Labrichthys rubicunda, Macleay, Tas¬ 
mania”, which, notwithstanding that the species was said 
to come from King George’s Sound, 1 have no doubt is the 
type. It agrees with the description in every detail... I would 
therefore regard Tasmania as the correct locality of the spec¬ 
imen.” 

On the basis of this rather compelling evidence, we con¬ 
clude that Tasmania rather than King George’s Sound, West¬ 
ern Australia, was the actual type-locality for Labrichthys 
rubicunda. Our examination of the holotype specimen of L. 
rubicunda also confirms its conspecificity with Labrus psit¬ 
taculus Richardson. We therefore reject the use of the name 
Pseudolabrus mortoni (Johnston) as proposed by Allen et al. 
(2006) and resurrect Pseudolabrus rubicundus (Macleay), 
as first proposed by Parenti and Randall (2000), as the next 
available name for the preoccupied P. psittaculus (Richard¬ 
son). 
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